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United for Peace and Justice Call for your opposition to war - from silent vigils to loud 


Emergency "Day After" Anti-War Actions 


UPDATES ON ANTI-WAR ORGANIZING FROM 
UNITED FOR PEACE AND JUSTICE 
http://www.unitedforpeace.org/email.php 


If the U.S. Attacks Iraq, Take to the Streets! 


War now appears imminent. If the bombs start falling, 
we call on you to join with United for Peace & Justice 
and other groups around the country in organizing 
emergency protests. However you choose to express 


marches to nonviolent civil disobedience - get out on 
the streets immediately and join with millions around the 
world in demanding an end to the bloodshed. 


In every corner of the U.S. people are already planning 
protests the day a war begins, or the day after. We urge 
you to contact your local groups to find out what is 
planned and how you can help. If nothing is planned, it 
is not too late to organize something. The most 
important thing is that hundreds of anti-war protests 
take place in cities and towns all across the country! 
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You can use this URL to list emergency response 
demonstrations in your community, 

http://www. unitedforpeace.org/calendar_gxinput.php 
or 

to view currently scheduled "day after" 
events. http://www.unitedforpeace.org/calendar.php?calt 
ype=8&old=old 


Some Ideas for Action: 


1) A candlelight vigil in the center of town or in front of a 
federal building (court house, post office, military 
installation, any other federal facility). 


2) A rally in a central location. 


3) A march through a populated part of your city, which 
could start or end with a rally. 


4) Meetings at schools, universities, places of work, 
community centers, religious institutions. 


5) Walk-outs from schools and/or work places...people 
can then join a march or rally with others. 


6) Vigils, picket lines or other protests at the local 
offices of your Congressional representatives 
demanding they use the power of their office to stop the 
president. 


7) Non-violent civil disobedience at any appropriate 
locations: a federal building, a defense contractor, the 
office of a politician who voted for war, key streets or 
intersections in your city. If this war begins we should 
find creative ways to interrupt the "normal" flow of life. 
For more information on nationally coordinated, local 
civil disobedience efforts, contact the Iraq Pledge of 
Resistance. 


After months of growing public and international debate, 
President Bush has now made it clear that he intends to 
take the U.S. to war against Iraq, and that everyone 
else needs to either join him or get out of the way. 


As individuals who work for peace and justice, and who 
oppose further devastation being visited upon the 
people of Iraq, we invite you to stand in the way of this 
mad rush to war. We invite you to join us in the lraq 
Pledge of Resistance, a campaign to build a network of 
nationally-coordinated, nonviolent civil disobedience to 
oppose President Bush’s plans for war on Iraq. 


The Iraq Pledge of Resistance is modeled in part on the 
Pledge of Resistance that was used effectively in the 
1980s to mobilize opposition to the U.S.-sponsored 
wars in Nicaragua and El Salvador. It is an opportunity 
to publicly withdraw our consent from the 
Administration's war plans, and to demonstrate that 
opposition in a deeply moving and politically effective 
way. Following in the tradition of nonviolent resistance 
of Gandhi and King, it is our intention, through mass, 
coordinated nonviolent action, to create the conditions 





under which the public and members of Congress can 
recognize the terrible destructiveness, and immorality, 
of a war against Iraq. And, as Gandhi and King did, we 
will use the most powerful symbols that ordinary 
citizens have at our disposal: our own bodies, and, at 
least temporarily, our freedom. 


With the list still in formation, current national sponsors 
of the Iraq Pledge of Resistance include the Education 
for Peace in Iraq Center, Fellowship of Reconciliation, 
Global Exchange, Interfaith Network of Concern for the 
People in lrag, Lutheran Peace Fellowship, National 
Network to End the War Against Iraq, Pax Christi USA, 
Peace Action, Resource Center for Nonviolence, Voices 
in the Wilderness, and the War Resisters League. 


Attached you will find the Iraq Pledge of Resistance 
forms (both civil disobedience and legal protest), a list 
of Frequently Asked Questions which will explain the 
campaign in more detail. A legal memo for 
organizations that wish to organize a nonviolent action 
will be available by September 20. 


We sincerely hope that your organization will join us, 
and decide to organize nonviolent civil disobedience as 
part of the nationwide Iraq Pledge of Resistance. If you 
would, please return the simple form you can download 
on the left, along with any questions you might have, to 
pledgecoordinator@starpower.net. We are planning a 
national public launch for the campaign no later than 
early October, and would like to hear from all interested 
local groups as soon as possible, so that we might help 
fan the flame of resistance to this terrible, impending 
war. 


Thank you again, and for all you do for peace and 
justice. 


Sincerely, 

Gordon S. Clark 

National Coordinator, 
Iraq Pledge of Resistance 


Contact for this article. www.unitedforpeace.org 
The Currency of Black Gold 
By Elmar Altvater 


Translation. Larry Swingl and _ Herbert 
Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


Kaser. 


The Oil War is also being waged for the predominance 
of the Dollar and the Euro. 


There are only two rational reasons for a war against 
Iraq. 


One pretends a threat to world peace, to "Western 
values" and to the security of the USA, through an Iraq 
ruled by Saddam Hussein. 


The other reason is the objective to exercise control 
over oil resources, the oil price and the currency in 
which the price of the oil appears on the invoice: either 
Dollars or Euros. 


But irrationality and ideology are also at work. 


- President G. W. Bush may think like a fundamentalist, 
a "Christian Ayatollah"; he may be obsessed by the will 
to bring to a glorious end the "incomplete" mission of 
his father in the Gulf War of 1991. 


- Maybe conservative hardliners have gained the upper 
hand in the power struggle among the US elites. 


- We may also assume that Blair and Aznar - together 
with the Italian post-fascists and the reversed ex- 
communists of East Europe - want to use the 
opportunity to appear in the forefront, as the "new 
Europe" against the "old" Europeans, supported by 
Bush aiming for a split in Europe. 


We can safely assume that modern bureaucracies let 
irrational factors only play a role as long as they do not 
contradict the rational foundations and the underlying 
interests. 


The supposition that Iraq threatens the world with 
weapons of mass destruction is rational, but completely 
incredible. Since more than a decade the US and the 
British air force are screening every square inch of Iraqi 
soil flying more than 240,000 missions (almost 70 per 
day) in the airspace of Iraq since 1991. Satellites 
provide additional images of Iraq's territory and all 
telephone conversations are tapped countrywide. 
Powell confirmed this to the UN Security Council on 
2.4.03. According to the weapons inspections up to the 
year 1998, Iraq's military potential has been deployed 
or the weapons are completely outdated. A weakened, 
impoverished nation of 26 million, in lethargy after a ten 
year long embargo, against the rest of the world, led by 
the US Army and Air Force, armed with the latest 
equipment? Somehow the story of the threat by Iraq 
sounds more or less ridiculous. 


The strategists in the White House are well aware of 
that. Condoleeza Rice characterized the Iraqi weapons 
of mass destruction as "unusable", "because any 
attempt to use them would inevitably result in national 
self destruction”. After this quote by Condoleeza Rice 
the New York Times article asks: "If Iraq's chemical, 
biological and nuclear arsenal is ‘unusable’... why do 
the president and Ms. Rice favor war?" (John J 
Mearsheimer and Stephen M. Walt, Keeping Saddam 
Hussein in a Box, in: NYT 1./ 2. 2.03) 


Due to the weakness of Irag, the USA could “disarm” 
Iraq by force well on its own, as Bush and the other 
"hawks" are threatening. Yet they are aware that their 
aggression would violate international law, the UN 
Charter and human rights. Now the "new Europe" is 
brought aboard, and consequently many more 
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governments become guilty of breaking the law and 
thus infamously creating "new international law", 
proclaimed by their submissive advocates. Collective 
law breaking is relieving, legitimating — and rewarding. 
President Bush, considerate of Russia, proclaimed that 
he "understands Russia's interests down there"..."And 
of course those interests will be honored" (International 
Herald Tribune, November 23-24, 2002, p 4). The 
Republican Senator Richard Lugar "announced... 
through a speaker, that France and Russia have to 
participate in an attack against Iraq, if they want to profit 
from Iraqi oil. They have to bear their share of the 
military effort and the costs and only then they may gain 
access to lraqi oil." (NZZ, 1.24.03, p. 2). Turkey may 
occupy parts of North Iraq to prevent the emergence of 
a Kurdish state. It may also reach out into Mosul and 
Kirkuk where the Northern oil fields of Iraqi are. Can 
anyone describe this kind of policy other than blackmail 
and bribery? 


The booty is split among the bandits long before the 
burglary. 

The black gold, the oil is at stake. Yet is the strategy 
that simple, first occupy the Iraqi oil fields, divide them 
among the interested parties and then pump them dry? 


Hardly ever. After all it would probably take a long time 
to make up for the costs of this war, estimated at up to 
1000 billion’ US$, and to satisfy the various interests of 
the "allies". It would amount to 33 billion barrels of oil 
sold at a price per barrel of 30 US$, production 
transport and profit not included. Estimating Iraq's oil 
reserves to 112 billion barrels, this war would cost the 
equivalent of up to 30% of the oil reserves, or the 
current worldwide oil production in one and a half year 
(22 billion barrels annually at present). This is only true, 
if the war against Iraq runs smooth and the oil fields can 
be occupied intact. 


A high price, even higher because it’s totally impossible 
to calculate the side effects of a war. What about the 
civilian casualties are they simply regrettable "collateral 
damages" or will they themselves try to get their share 
by sabotage in this disgusting calculus of economic 
power? Will a new generation of "terrorists" be 
nourished, as the former NATO commander-in-chief 
Clark fears? 


The grab for Iraq's black gold leads to a bleak future. 
These questions are still being ignored, for they cast 
doubt on the rationale of this attempt to gain access to 
the oil of the Near and Middle East as well as Central 
Asia by military force. 


Whoever has control over the oil reserves got the cards 
in his own hands. Since the 90s the rate at which 
known oil fields get exhausted exceeds the rate at 
which new fields are discovered and go into production. 
The exploitation rate is presently at about 22 billion 
barrels per year, but only an average of 6 billion barrels 
of new oil is discovered every year. The heydays of the 
global oil production are over; the wonderful times are 
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gone, when more new oil fields were discovered than 
were under production; and this time will never come 
back, as geologists confirm. 


The massive increase of oil reserves during the mid 80s 
was nothing but an accounting trick; not a single drop of 
new oil was explored. Several OPEC countries claimed 
higher oil reserves with the purpose to raise their 
production quota within the cartel. Iraq began in 1983 it 
raised its estimated oil reserves from less than 30 billion 
barrels (Giga Barrel = Gb) to 41 Gb, in order to finance 
the war against Iran (The war accepted and even 
supported by the western governments). Venezuela 
and Kuwait, Abu Dhabi and finally Saudi Arabia 
followed suit. In the last few years, the only noteworthy 
newfound fields are located on the east coast of the 
Caspian Sea. These reserves are estimated to contain 
between 15 and 20 billion barrels. 


The war against the Taliban regime in Afghanistan gave 
the USA the opportunity to gain a military stronghold in 
the countries of Central Asia close to the new oil 
sources and also in the countries through which the 
pipelines will run once they have been built. Besides 
this, Central Asia will be kept geo-politically out of the 
sphere of influence by Russia, China, and India. The 
West European allies of the USA may keep peace in 
Afghanistan, while the bases in Uzbekistan, Kyrgyz 
Stan, Kazakhstan or Turkmenistan stay in the hands of 
the USA alone. This resembles the times 1500 years 
ago when the Sassanid Empire stretched from 
Mesopotamia to the Hindu Kush. Now it seems to 
emerge again, under the transatlantic guidance of 
Washington. 


Keeping control over the oil production and the oil 
market is decisive, especially in view of the increasing 
demand for the black stuff, when China, India and other 
countries want — and must, (under the rules of the 
WTO) catch up with industrialization. Anyone thinking 
that the ,invisible hand“ of the market rules governs the 
supply of this fuel for the industrial societies is blind to 
the very visible hand of political and military power. The 
stakes are: control over known oil reserves, access to 
expected oil fields, the capability to influence the price 
of oil, and the currency on the oil bill. 


Iraq is interesting as it holds more than 11% of the 
global reserves, and besides that with a very high 
quality. The fields at the Caspian Sea may hold 1.5 -2 
% of the global reserves; The USA has secured their 
access to. More reserves are known, up to now they 
are hardly exploited or not at all yet. They are located 
along the Brazilian Atlantic coast, in the Atlantic off 
shore of West Africa, along a belt from Mauritania 
South to Sudan, probably some in Greenland — the 
order of magnitude is not comparable to the finds of the 
last decades. The oil production has passed its high 
dwell. Today a battle is under way over the distribution 
of the remaining half of the total of all oil reserves. 





Not everywhere will be a war about oil. There is an Oil- 
diplomacy up front, and here the USA is ahead here 
also. Take the case of the oil in the Western Sahara. 
James Baker the former US secretary of state was 
named the personal envoy of Kofi Annan to negotiate 
conflict in the Western Sahara. Baker, together with 
other confidants of the Texan oil industry, made an all 
out effort to grant the land rights to Morocco and not to 
the Sahaury people. They succeeded in achieving 
agreements between Morocco, Total Elf Aquitane and 
the Texas oil company Kerr McGee, ignoring 
international law and the demands of the Sahaury 
people (Wayne Madsen, Big Oil and James Baker 
Target the Western Sahara, in: allAfrica, 9.1.2003). 


In case the Sahaury people try to defend their rights, 
they can easily be declared terrorists, consequently 
bank accounts can be frozen and the leaders pursued 
and arrested. The internationally led "war on terrorism" 
proves to be a sharp weapon of the oil diplomacy. 


Of course, control over the old and newly discovered 
reserves makes only sense, if the prices setting can be 
controlled as well. First of all you may forget about the 
OPEC once the largest oil-consuming country, the USA, 
get hold of the price controls and not the oil producing 
counties and their cartel. Almost certain the oil price will 
not take care about ecological criteria. The dependency 
of production and consumption will stay and alternative 
energy sources still get no chance. The price of oil can 
be raised to a level where the exploitation of non- 
conventional oil reserves from oil sands, oil shale, deep 
sea drilling, and condensed gas becomes profitable. 
These "non-conventional" fossil fuel sources are even 
more damaging to ecology more than the production 
and use of conventional crude oil. The "collateral 
damages" to nature are enormous and the release of 
gases detrimental to the climate is high. 


A higher price for oil could also be a precondition for the 
profitability of production areas with high transportation 
costs (pipelines from the Caspian Sea and Kazakhstan 
to harbors in the Gulf, the Mediterranean or the Indian 
Ocean) and high costs for securing the transport lines 
by armed forces. The price rises not only due to a 
shortage, rather for geo-strategic reasons. 


Higher oil prices for oil could turn into an advantage for 
the USA. Expensive oil would hit China, Japan and 
other potential rivals of the USA. As long as the oil bills 
are issued in US$, the Old and the New Europe will 
experience drawbacks. US control over a great 
percentage of the supply to the global oil market would 
make sure, the invoices for oil will be issued in US$ for 
the time to come. It can well be that this is the decisive 
motive to gain control over Iraq using straightforward 
brutality. 


For the USA this is a tale of 1000 and 1 nights. The 
vital fluid of the US economy would flow almost for free. 
The printing press of the Federal Reserve would turn 
into a bubbling oil well. Dollars could be "printed" in any 


desired amount to pay for the oil import. The golden 
era of the "twin deficits", bestowed a consumer boom 
on the US middle class during the 90s. It could be 
perpetuated against the defeatists of the OECD, who 
demand a higher savings quota by US citizens more 
than the current 3%. The oil would be the anchor of the 
US$ so to speak, a multifunctional weapon in the 
currency competition, foremost against the Euro. 


However, this strategy of inflating the world economy 
can also go awry. The giant oil companies would play 
along, of course. Because the "Shareholder-value" 
depends on the reserves the company can claim. 
Another bounty would be when demands to the Iraqi oil 
reserves can be realized. They have been nationalized 
since 1972 and they would be privatized again after a 
war. Private profits, stock prices and also the salaries of 
the managers could rise. Some of the weapons 
manufacturers would make good profits. Yet almost all 
others would loose: the industries not engaged in oil or 
weapons industry, the consumers, and the financial 
sector. If the war could not brought to an end fast, and 
lasts longer, then investors would leave the US$ and 
consequently devaluate it. 


This could turn into the greatest catastrophe for the 
Bush administration. The oil bills would no more be 
issued in US$, rather in Euros. Another scenario: The 
oil price would rise as sharp as in 1973, given an 
opportunity like the Israel-Arab war then. With a US 
trade deficit close to 550 billion US$ (2002) the 
financing of necessary oil imports in a foreign currency 
would be an almost insurmountable problem for the 
USA, because the domestic oil production is declining 
at a rate of about 300,000 barrels per year. 


The confrontation over oil, the control over the reserves, 
and the price policy will be followed by a confrontation 
over the currency in which the oil invoices are issued. 
The currency competition between Dollar and Euro and 
Yen could escalate into a war of currencies. The 
current conflict between "old" and "new" Europe will 
come to a climax in a confrontation between the 
countries of the Euro zone and the other Europeans. 
Spain and Italy would have to change side back to the 
"Old Europe". 


The market mechanism, an ever-widening gap between 
supply (production) and demand (consumption) will 
drive up the price of oil. Perhaps we will have another 
short phase of lower oil prices, if the war is short and 
the production in the Iraqi oil fields can be started up 
quickly. However in the long run the price of oil will 
inevitably rise. So the question is, in which currency. 
This is one of the central issues of the war about the 
black gold. For this reason we have to seek for 
alternative energy sources her and now, to develop 
solar energy, especially because it doesn't have the 
disadvantages of fossil energy sources, no global 
warming. 
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The US policy is consequent after all. It grabs the 
access to the fossil energy resources, and at the same 
time refuses to limit the carbon dioxide emissions 
requested in the Kyoto Protocol. It is prepared to wage 
a war. The black gold has but a black future. A 
European policy against the war and the ecological 
destruction should be based on solar energy sources, 
and offer an alternative for those citizens of the USA 
who are not willing to support the Iraq policy of the Bush 
administration. 


Lecture held at an event held of the Otto-Suhr-Instituts 
for political science of the Freie Universitat, 2.12.03 — 
Sand im Getriebe 18 

Contact for this article www.attac.org/indexde 


A single starting point 


By Marco Bersani (National Council, ATTAC Italy) 
Translation. Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


"Two superpowers exist in this world: the United States 
and public opinion streaming out into the streets.” This 
was the headline of a story in the February 18, 2003 
issue of the New York Times. On the day after February 
15th, 2003, which saw the mobilization of 110 million 
people in at least 700 cities around the globe, there 
seems to be clear proof that the movement against 
neoliberal globalization is for the first time affirmed as a 
global issue capable of inspiring mobilization at a 
planetary level in historically unprecedented quantitative 
and qualitative dimensions. 

The practicality of overcoming two notorious 
oppositions is demonstrated again: 


a) extremism/widening. After decades of unilateral 
thought regarding the market, in which control was 
sought in place of unity and social consensus, today it 
is actually the extremism of this content (without ifs and 
buts) that has created a fundamental impulse for unity 
and a widening of consensus to an unprecedented 
degree; 


b) civil society/autonomy of politics. Opposing the idea 
of a movement that ends with the question and the 
idealized aspiration in which a "realist" political frame 
should supply answers, it affirms a movement that, 
apart from its incontrovertible autonomy, weighs in on 
the political agenda, opening contradicitons up to the 
highest institutional and planetary levels. 


All this becomes possible because a mass movement 
exists in which both expression and negotiation are 
allowed at the highest level of social confrontation, 
away from the logic of the compatibility and inevitability 
of the decline of mediation. This "worldwide public 
opinion" (to paraphrase the New York Times) is the 
"realism" of politics. It exists; one can see it and touch 
it. The realism of the compatibility of liberalism with a 
world order that is unjust and will always become more 
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unjust has been surpassed by the rise of movements 
and participation. 


The irreversible crisis of the so-called "third way", of the 
idea of government tempered by _ globalization, 
confronts another qualitative jump today: no 
instituitional mediation can withstand a phase in which 
foreign policy becomes a permanent war and internal 
affairs become an attack on social and democratic 
rights. 


Political institutional society is faced with a fork in the 
road: it can either seize this opportunity to transform 
and reform politics and participation, or it can remain 
constrained to mere babbling. It is a strategic rejection 
for any government in the midst of neoliberal 
globalization to receive legitimacy from the popular 
vote, but to return legitimacy to the strong powers of 
global financial capital. 


For the Movement among movements a scenario of 
great responsibility opens: to pass from the 
consolidation of resistance to the construction of 
strategies toward another possible world. That is, 
searching collectively it must confront the risk of 
authoritarianism, the last card to be played by the 
neoliberalist model, whose socio-economic crisis of 
consensus has already gone structural. 


Contact for this article. ltalia@attac.org 
Media and the Public: an impossible cocktail? 


By Philippe Merlant * 
Translation. Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


Is it possible for the media to become an active guide 
for the general public, to increase people’s ability to 
participate more closely in the decisions that affect 
them, and to do so at all levels and in all areas of social 
life? At first glance, this seems a utopian vision: the vast 
majority of newspapers, magazines, radio and 
television stations, and Internet sites seem to be 
concerned with a good many other things than 
cultivating critical minds, inspiring action, or contributing 
to public democratic debate. 


Yet these three ingredients are essential conditions for 
developing an active citizenry. 


A single line of thought, passivity, and the lack of 
debate 


We need to move beyond global insults and 
condemnations in order to understand what, precisely, 
in the way information is produced and disseminated, 
discourages citizens from taking control of their own 
lives. Three key elements seem to be involved. 


A single line of thought, a single kind of society 





As Serge Halimi has clearly demonstrated “Les 
nouveaux chiens de garde”, the dominant free market 
ideology, the economic framework within which the 
press operates, the importance of marketing, and the 
effects of imitative rivalries largely explain how a single 
and servile line of thinking develops across newspaper 
columns and on the airwaves, one that is completely 
subservient to dominant economic interests. 


-Over the last thirty years, the economy has acquired a 
predominant status around the world, even managing to 
submit politics to its own requirements. As shown by the 
“convergence criteria” imposed for the establishment of 
a_ single European market or for the structural 
adjustment plans demanded by the _ International 
Monetary Fund, only one policy seems possible - 
regardless of the choices voters make. It is as if citizens 
were being told, “Vote white, green, or red [blank ballot, 
Green, or Communist] if you like...the markets will tell 
you what must be done anyway!” 


Naturally, the media does not deviate from this 
dominant ideology. It even reinforces it, and this 
“brainwashing” is carried out in multiple ways, from the 
space devoted to the Stock Exchange (3 minutes every 
half-hour on France Info, if you please!) to the forums 
offered to business owners under pretense of their 
economic “expertise”. Not to mention the complete 
absence of critical analysis in the presentation of such 
non- “objective” economic indicators as the sacred 
GNP! 


-This phenomenon is not just ideological. It has a 
material basis that has changed profoundly over the 
past few decades. Formerly “independent”, the media is 
now more and more directly controlled by big industrial 
and financial conglomerates. There is no longer any 
need to resort to exerting pressure through advertising 
(a pressure that the great majority of professional 
journalists continue to resist) in order influence the 
media; it suffices to simply and directly become its 
owner. Placing part of a publishing company’s capital 
on the Stock Exchange has the same effect. In such 
circumstances, how can the media hope to regularly 
publish headlines that displease the financial markets? 


-After a rather timid entry on the scene, the media 
marketing services that were once almost completely 
absent from the media play a determining role today. 
Few publications are able to escape the order to bow to 
the sacrosanct “reader”. In appearance, this reasoning 
seems more “sane” than the aforementioned 
advertising pressures - what could be more natural, 
more democratic, than listening to readers and 
responding to their supposed expectations? This 
thinking is all the more pernicious - people are surveyed 
about the subjects that interest them, but never about 
what questions they have. 


Moreover, it is necessary to keep in mind that the media 
market is much more unequal than all other markets. 
Why? Because the media is sold twice: 


- first, like all other products, to its direct “customers” 
(readers, listeners, television viewers); 


- second, more specifically to the advertisers who are 
interested above all in the purchasing power of the 
readers-listeners-viewers. This phenomenon has an 
increasingly important role in the way the media is 
financed. No need to look far for the reason why 
“general” newspapers are designed with the managerial 
class in mind - lots of media for managers, hardly any 
for the “poor”. Is this really all that surprising? 


-Finally, imitation encourages a single line of thought in 
the media. The media universe offers a startling 
example of what Rene Girard calls “copy-cat rivalry”: 
the fiercer the competition, the more media sources 
copy each other. Newspapers follow television’s lead, 
the news bulletins plagiarize each other, and “round the 
clock” information puts all facts on the same level. From 
imitation to outright copying, conformist attitudes 
dominate the choice of subjects and how they are 
treated. “The press isn’t so much a single way of 
thinking as single way of being, a univocal world where 
everyone agrees to treat some events as worthy of 
interest and others as insignificant,” Florence Aubenas 
and Miguel Benasayag convincingly argue (1). 


Inviting passivity and resignation 


This univocal world is not the only way that the media 
discourages citizens from participating in matters that 
concern them. It is also because, generally speaking, it 
does not help people to get involved, and because it 
has the effect of reinforcing their feelings of 
powerlessness and resignation. 


-First of all, the media conveys the vision of a world that 
has become too complex to be understood (or, by the 
same token, transformed). The use of established 
experts and other consultants has only one purpose: to 
convince us that everyday citizens have nothing to say 
about a given subject if they do not possess the 
necessary expertise. 


-The media also does this by granting limited space to 
initiatives that try to transform the existing order. Surely, 
in the last few years the “positive” experiences have 
been made their way into numerous media sources. But 
this came at the price of a superb minimizing effect, 
since such stories are systematically redirected towards 
the generic format of “delightful stories” or “good news 
for the day”. Thus the media’s treatment of these 
experiences is limited to spotlights on “terrific” people or 
groups, completely eliminating their transformative or 
subversive import. 


-In addition, readers have a hard time finding practical 
information that could make it easier to shift into action. 
We have only to notice the pitifully small number of 
media sources that bother to publicize the schedule and 
precise route of a protest march. On the same note, 


page 7(7) 


when an exemplary initiative is presented, it is just as 
rare for media outlets to provide any _ specific 
information on the group involved or on useful contacts. 
Aside from such practical information, the strategy the 
group follows, its objective, what means it uses to 
pursue them - in short, everything that citizens want to 
know in order to decide whether they are ready to get 
involved - all these details are generally passed over in 
silence. 


- Last but not least, this information that “forgets” to 
promote involvement veers at times towards 
disseminating information that blatantly discourages 
citizens from collective action. So politicians have 
becomes masters in the art of circulating “truly 
erroneous news”, which allows them to “hold the 
advantage” and control the timetable of reactions. Just 
think, for example, of how the security bill proposed by 
Nicolas Sarkozy was “leaked”. No one can say with 
certainty that there was any manipulation, but the 
effects of the maneuver, in any case, speak for 
themselves: after provoking a wave of protestations 
with its initial draft, the government was able back off of 
certain points. The final version of the law sailed 
through the legislature, without generating the protest 
that such a law ought to have warranted. 


Not to be outdone, the business community is using its 
communication services to try to gain control of all 
aspects of information production, including its critical 
arm. When the Eurotunnel was inaugurated, didn’t the 
press kit include a few pages listing the criticisms that 
could be leveled against the operation? No need for 
journalists to investigate, the moneymakers will do it for 
you! Naturally, they will be careful to dissimulate or 
defuse the most fundamental critiques. 


The weakness of democratic debate 


Historically, the role of the media was to contribute to 
public democratic debate. Today, that role has come 
down to a very small share. As we have seen, this is 
because of the imposition of a "single line of thought", 
but also, and above all, because newspapers and 
programs that pretend to show debate look more like 
handball matches than any kind of attempt to develop 
the “general interest” on a specific issue. 


- This is due to the character and function of those 
taking the floor on a given subject. The weight of 
"experts" has become excessive. On the other hand, 
who has considered giving the microphone to those 
living in extreme poverty when it comes to discussing 
the wealth or social differences of certain countries? 
Who thinks to ask inhabitants of working class 
neighborhoods for more than a mere statement or two 
when representatives debate urban renewal legislation? 
And yet, this would be a means of recognizing the 
expertise of the "lower" classes, those who are face to 
face with the direct consequences of such legislation. 
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- The difficulty the media has in fostering democratic 
debating is also due to production conditions, 
particularly as regards the highly unequal relations 
between "producers" (i.e. journalists alone) and 
information "consumers". Added to this monopoly on 
information production is the considerable murkiness of 
the circumstances of the production process from the 
"consumer’s" point of view: readers-listeners-viewers 
are unaware of just about every aspect of the 
production of the information in front of them: has this 
information been gathered in a couple of hours or 
several days? What sources have been used? Have 
contradictory points of view been obtained? This lack of 
definition extends to the economic conditions behind 
the media; Serge Halimi notes (in "Les nouveaux 
chiens de garde") that, contrary to their American 
colleagues, French journalists "forget" to inform their 
readers or viewers of the existence of a possible conflict 
(or collusion) of interest between the media outlet’s 
owners and the information presented. 


- Finally, most media have little knowledge of the 
means and methods invented in the last twenty years 
for the renewal of democratic processes. To take an 
example, the "consensus conferences" allowing 
randomly selected citizens to provide a general picture 
of opinion on controversial issues such as GMOs or the 
greenhouse effect after having received precise and 
contradictory information on the topic. Initial tests of this 
type of experience show how such group dynamics can 
go beyond a small collection of individual opinions and 
bring out a "general opinion". Most media prefer to base 
their work on good old surveys which have the double 
advantage of targeting isolated individuals and 
protecting the "mirror effect" of conservatism to the 
detriment of innovation. All this favors the banal and 
almost automatic "single line of thought" over a 
collectively developed line of thought. 


A potential solution: a “citizens” media? 


In recent years, with the emergence and the 
development of new civic and social movements, the 
idea that the media represents one of the obstacles to 
political and social transformation has gained in 
strength, as has the feeling that the media universe 
itself is protected from any major change. The idea of a 
"citizens’ media", i.e. media encouraging action by 
people on problems affecting them, would appear to be 
an appropriate answer. To be a credible alternative, 
media of this kind would need to meet the above 
obstacles one by one. To put it simply, not only do we 
need to "change the content", we need to change the 
very conditions of information production and 
broadcasting if we want the media to become a catalyst 
for citizenship. 


1. Cultivating criticism, promoting diversity 


Herein may be the alternative to the "single line of 
thought". 





- This process begins by multiplying the analyses that 
demystify the so-called facts of the dominant economic 
focus. The idea is not to compare one economic theory 
with another; in our struggle against the toxic effects of 
the single line of thought, all approaches must be used 
to show citizens that the economy is not only for 
economists! From this point of view, the work of Patrick 
Viveret on "the new factors of wealth" - based on a 
philosophical and anthropological approach - opens up 
perspectives for the appropriation of economic issues 
by non-specialists. 


- Turning away from the single line of thought means 
turning away from the sales hype smothering the media 
sector. Traditionally, the answer to "free market" media 
would seem to be falling back on public services. But do 
we really want to cultivate nostalgia for the days when 
the ORTF [French television and radio] was a 
government fiefdom? Between "100% free market" and 
"100% state" we have learned over the years to 
recognize the pertinence of the various forms of social 
economy and solidarity. Is this not the ideal framework 
for developing new media based on cooperative 
practices, information sharing and reader participation? 
Naturally, such projects would depend on_ hybrid 
financing; part of the necessary resources would be 
provided by the public sector for general interest 
reasons or for activities that contribute to the collective 
good (e.g. by strengthening social relations). - Reducing 
the increasing weight of marketing in the media also 
implies multiplying cross-sector, universal approaches, 
which would mean ending the practice of targeting 
people based on what separates them (age, gender, 
cultural level, profession, leisure activities.) while 
attempting to touch on elements that bring them 
together, areas where they encounter identical 
problems. To sum up, balance the marketing media 
with a "political" media in the true sense of the term. 


- Finally, the struggle against conformist and copy-cat 
attitudes implies attempting to vary subject matter, the 
way it is treated, the people interviewed and the 
questions asked. Instead of keeping to set categories 
(critical analysis, the "good news for today", etc.), a 
citizens’ media must encourage paradoxical situations 
and diversity. To summarize the words of 
Subcomandante Marcos, the idea is not to balance the 
single line of thought of dominant media with “a new 
media”, but to create a media “in which all forms of 
media are possible”. 


2. Pushing readers-listeners-viewers into action 


Herein lies the answer to the feeling of helplessness 
and resignation. - The initial step is treating complicated 
subjects in a simple and accessible manner. Using a 
narrative mode with real-life stories is an excellent 
means of avoiding two parallel risks: over simplification, 
and hermetic sophistication. 


- A second step is showing the value of experiences 
that help build a more democratic society built on 


solidarity. Yet we still need to go further than a simple 
"spotlight" effect in order to: 


- allow for the exchange of experiences and the transfer 
of practices between promoters; 


- build bridges between these "micro" initiatives and 
analysis of the "macro" mechanisms of the world. 


Only by connecting local action and global reflection 
can the real value of these initiatives have full 
transformative impact. In the same way, to really 
encourage citizen involvement, information about these 
initiatives must: 


- explain the strategies at work behind each initiative; - 
provide all practical information necessary for people to 
take action. 


Finally, great attention must be paid to the “publicity 
effect" and other types of "bluffing" whose only purpose 
is to discourage any kind of activism. A citizens’ media 
must be aware of its social responsibility and primarily 
focus on the effect it has on collective action. 


3. Becoming a tool for democratic public debate Herein 
lies the ability of a citizens’ media to return to the 
political foundations of journalism by participating in the 
construction of the "general interest". 


- Faced with the increasing weight of specialists and 
other "consultants", a citizens’ media should attempt to 
provide the population at large with a setting for 
elaborating forms of expression that has the same 
impact as that of the experts. - A citizens’ media must 
not allow journalists to monopolize the production of 
information. In their day-to-day lives, all citizens are 
both producers and receivers of information of all sorts. 
The power of the media over our lives has led us to 
forget this role. Thankfully, the use of Internet has 
brought this idea back to the forefront. Attac is well 
aware of this function and sees the positive effects of 
this new mode of information every day. 


We could, for example, develop practices of 
"information co-production" with social actors or local 
groups in the same way as the web sites of Place 
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Publique and Médiasol do: obviously, to avoid the 
"trade café" effect, the people involved should be 
trained in journalistic writing techniques, but also in 
certain ethical basics (the rejection of libel, for 
example). 


Cooperative experiences tried by several media 
sources - in print or on-line - via the "joint publication" of 
events such as the World Social Forum are also based 
on this theory. 


Finally, systematically announcing the conditions under 
which an article is written would help to drastically 
reduce the lack of information flow between producers 
and consumers. 


- To contribute to producing a real debate, a citizens’ 
media must take its inspiration from the methods of 
"disagreement construction" or participative democracy. 
Here again, the complementary roles of the printed 
press and Internet allow us to envision a gradual 
construction of the general interest on a given subject. 


The above approaches are not an exhaustive survey of 
the possibilities the citizens’ media would have for 
transforming information production. They are merely 
an outline to help us to invent other possible forms of 
media in our struggle to create other possible worlds. 


(1) La fabrication de l'information, La Découverte, 1999. 


* Philippe Merlant, chief editor of the magazine 
Transversales Science Culture (founding member of 
Attac), coordinates the "social economy and solidarity, 
sustainable development and international solidarity" 
committee of Attac. He is also co-founder of Place 
Publique (the web site for citizen's initiatives), which 
developed the idea of the citizens’ media. This article is 
also based on the work on the media undertaken by the 
theatre group-forum NAJE (We will never give up 
hope/Nous n'Abandonnerons Jamais l'Espoir). The first 
staging of the show will take place on 26 April, at the 
Theatre of Chelles (free entry!). For further information 
with regards to this article: 
hilippe.merlant@wanadoo.fr 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 
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Meeting ATTAC worldwide 


Week 19-03-2003 >>> 26-03-2003 





http: //attac. org/rdv/index.html 





attac 


19/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Triesting + Innsbruck + Wien + Graz 

BRITAIN : hittp:/www.attac.org.uk/attac/html/calendar.vm 

London 

FRANCE : hittp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Grenoble + Paris + Villeneuve d’Ascq + Saintes + Paris 


20/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Salzburg + Wien + Bad Zell 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 

La Rochelles + Rennes + Paris 18 + St Quentin la Poterie 

NORGE : hitp:/Awww.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 

Oslo + Ntnu-Hist 

SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 


21/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Salzburg + Gallneukirchen 

BELGIQUE-BELGIE : http://wb.attac.be/modules.php?0p=modload&name=Calendrier&file=index 
Bruxelles 

DANMARK : hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 

Kebenhavn + Stormede 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 

Arras 


22/03 

AUSTRALIA : hittp://attac.org/australia/html/calendar.htm| 
Melbourne 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien + Jennersdorf 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Brest + Lyon + Cergy Pontoise 

SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 

SVERIGE : http://www.attac.nu/index.php?sc=340, 1 

Malmo 


24/03 

AUSTRALIA : hitp://attac.org/australia/html/calendar.htm| 

Sydney 

AUSTRIA : hittp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien 

BELGIQUE-BELGIE : http://wb.attac.be/modules.php?0p=modload&name=Calendrier&file=index 
Bruxelles 

DANMARK :: hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Kgbenhavn + Esbjerg 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Metz + La Rochelle 
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SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : hittp:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php37?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 


25/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Graz + Wien 

BELGIQUE-BELGIE : http://wb.attac.be/modules.php?0p=modload&name=Calendrier&file=index 
Vielsam 

DANMARK :: hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 

Arhus 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
St Brieuc + Lyon + Macon 

NORGE : hitp:/Awww.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 
Oslo 


26/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Grenoble + Rennes 





